The  250,000  Jews  of  Morocco  are  now  endangered  by  Cairo’s 
l5te  merchants. 

Their  plight  has  been  dramatized  by  the  drowning  of  43  men, 
women  and  children  whose  boat  capsized  in  the  Mediterranean  en 
route  to  Israel. 

In  1947,  the  Jewish  Agency  submitted  a  memorandum  to  the 
UN  predicting  that  the  spreading  influence  of  the  Arab  League 
would  menace  the  status  of  Jews  in  Arab  countries  and  that  most 
of  them  would  seek  asylum  in  a  Jewish  state  if  it  were  created. 

The  prediction  was  confirmed.  About  half  a  million  Jews  came 
to  Israel  from  Arab  lands  in  about  a  decade. 

More  than  200,000  came  from  Morocco,  where  Jews  had  been 
confined  to  ghettos  for  generations  and  were  denied  even  second- 
class  citizenship. 

Morocco  became  independent  in  1956.  The  King  assured  Jewish 
citizens  ^  their  rights  would  1^  protected  and  the  UN  Charter 
observed,  ut  Morocco  harmonized  its  policies  with  the  Arab  League. 
It  suspended  collective  visas  for  emigration  to  Israel.  Many  Jews 
were  nr’evented  from  rejoining  their  families.  Jewish  merchants 
were  boycotted.  Jewish  girls  were  abducted  into  harems.  Jewish 
relief,  welfare  and  communal  organizations  were  unable  to  minister 
to  the  community’s  needs. 

After  the  Arab  League  met  in  Casablanca  in  1959,  Moroccan 
Jews  were  cruelly  cut  off  from  their  families  because  Morocco  joined 
the  League’s  ban  on  mail  to  Israel. 

History  Repeats 

During  the  last  year,  Morocco  has  come  increasingly  under  UAR 
influence  and  President  Nasser’s  visit  to  Casablanca  coincided  with 
.a  new  outbreak  of  harassment.  On  Jan.  15,  Jewish  leaders  formally 
I  complained  to  Crown  Prince  Moulay  Hassan  that  at  least  2,000  Jews 
had  been  maltreated  by  the  police  during  the  preceding  fortnight. 
Some  were  detained  as  long  as  48  hours.  Religious  Jews  were 
arrested  because  their  traditional  black  skull  caps  were  regarded 
as  an  anti-Nasser  demonstration  of  mourning.  Twenty  Jewish  stu¬ 
dents  of  a  Casablanca  school  were  held  without  food  and  water, 
beaten  and  tortured  for  10  hours. 

Moroccan  authorities  have  expressed  regret  over  these  incidents 
and  have  promised  to  restore  normal  conditions.  But  the  Moroccan 
press  has  opened  an  anti-Jewish  campaign  in  the  worst  Nasser 
tradition.  The  newspaper  Al-Ahram  calls  for  revival  of  the  medieval 
ghetto  laws.  Another  paper,  AUFajr  charges  that  Jews  are  plotting 
against  the  state  and  contends  that  they  should  no  longer  be  consid¬ 
ered  Moroccan. 

World  public  opinion  should  summon  Morocco  to  an  observance 
jf  it  obligations.  Civilized  states  must  protect  their  citizens  and 
allow  them  to  live  in  peace.  It  should  also  allow  them  to  leave  in 
peace,  if  that  is  their  preference. 

A  Population  Exchange 

It  is  hypocritical  cant  to  bar  Jewish  emigration  on  the  alleged 
ground  that  “Palestine  belongs  to  the  Arabs.”  The  United  Nations 
has  ruled  otherwise.  Are  the  leaders  of  Morocco  and  other  Arab 
countries  sincerely  concerned  about  the  Arabs  of  Palestine? 

An  exchange  of  population  has  proved  to  be  thp  most  rational 
and  effective  solution  to  a  refugee  problem.  Since  Israel  has 
received  500,000  Jews  from  Arab  countries,  let  Morocco,  Iraq,  the 
^AR,  Syria,  Lebanon  receive  an  equal  number  of  the  Arabs  who 
Beft  Israel  before  the  state  was  established  in  1948. 

^  The  first  Arab  state  to  make  that  proposal  will  be  danmed  in 
Cairo;  honored  everywhere  else. 
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The  box  score  of  voting  at  the  recent 
session  of  the  UN  General  Assembly 
published  by  the  Near  East  Report,  Jan. 
2,  received  editorial  notice  in  major 
newspapers  throughout  the  country. 
Two  leading  papers,  the  New  York 
News  and  the  Chicago  Sun-Times,  both 
on  Jan.  8,  cited  the  figures  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  the  problems  which  the 
United  States  faces  in  the  UN,  because 
of  the  increase  of  voting  strength  on  the 
Soviet  side.  Both  have  different  solu¬ 
tions. 

The  News  points  out  that  many  of 
the  Afro-Asian  nations  voted  oftener 
with  the  Soviet  Union  out  of  fear,  but 
that  “Nehru’s  India  and  G.A.  Nasser’s 
United  Arab  Republic  . .  .  enjoy  voting 
against  the  United  States  and  taking 
money  from  us  at  the  san\e  time.  .  .” 

The  News  believes  that  eventually 
the  United  States  and  its  allies  will  be 
outvoted  in  the  General  Assembly.  It 
urges  the  West  to  forestall  this  by  press¬ 
ing  for  the  adoption  of  a  new,  propor¬ 
tional  voting  system  in  which  a  nation 
would  have  a  number  of  votes  based 
on  “its  size,  wealth,  power,  importance 
in  the  world  and  annual  contributions 
to  the  UN’s  kitty.” 

The  Chicago  Sun-Times  sees  the  is¬ 
sue  in  terms  of  idealism  and  material¬ 
ism.  Afro-Asian  nations  vote  with  the 
Soviet  Union  oftener  than  with  the 
United  States  because  people  abroad 
find  no  connection  between  materialist 
America  today  and  the  idealism  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  America  of  our  fore¬ 
fathers. 

The  paper  suggests  that  we  can  speak 
to  the  other  peoples  of  the  world  in  the 
“vocabulary  that  has  built  America” . . . 
not  by  favorable  images  abroad  .  .  . 
but  rather  to  recount  the  standards  of 
perfection  which  “our  best  Americans 
in  the  past  pursued  and  many  still  do 
today.” 
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The  clash  between  Prime  Minister 
David  Ben-Gurion  and  Pinhas  Lavon, 
secretary-general  of  Histadruth,  Israel’s 
powerful  trade  union  federation, 
whipped  up  Israel’s  gravest  political 
crisis  and  culminated  in  Mr.  Ben-Gur- 
ion’s  resignation  on  Jan.  31. 

The  six-party  coalition  formed  13 
months  ago,  after  the  1959  election, 
broke  up  as  a  result 

Mr.  Ben-Gurion  has  resigned  many 
times  before — ^in  1951,  in  1953,  in  1957, 
and  in  1959.  But  he  has  always  re¬ 
turned  to  form  a  new  coalition  govern¬ 
ment.  This  time,  his  resignation  arises 
out  of  a  bitter  split  within  his  own 
Mapai  party. 

Unless  he  reconsiders,  Israel  must 
face  the  task  of  finding  a  successor. 

The  Future.  The  transition  of  power 
can  be  effected  with  serenity  in  a  two- 
party  system,  as  America’s  recent  in¬ 
augural  so  eloquently  testified  last 
month. 

But  it  is  not  so  simple  in  a  multi¬ 
party  system.  From  the  beginning  Is¬ 
rael  has  had  many  parties.  None  has 
ever  won  a  decisive  majority.  Under 
similar  circumstances,  parliamentary 
democracy  has  failed  in  many  coun¬ 
tries.  But  Israel  has  been  able  to  main¬ 
tain  stability,  mostly  because  of  its  deep 
commitment  to  democracy,  partly  be¬ 
cause  Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s  leadership  has 
established  a  workable  coalition.  But 
such  coalitions  may  not  be  so  easily 
created  or  so  vigorously  led  if  Mapai 
continues  to  be  riven  by  factionalism. 
While  Mapai  has  a  number  of  experi¬ 
enced  leaders,  none  has  attained  Mr. 
Ben-Gurion’s  stature. 

There  are  two  major  factions  within 
the  party:  the  young  army  officers  and 
diplomats,  many  of  whom  were  bom 
or  raised  in  Israel  and  whom  Mr.  Ben- 
Gurion  has  tended  to  favor;  the  veteran 
party  leaders  who  helped  build  the  state 
in  the  Jewish  Agency,  the  Histadruth, 
and  the  coalition  cabinets,  some  of 
whom  have  supported  Mr.  Lavon. 

•  *  * 

How  It  Began.  Mr.  Ben-Gurion  was 
the  organizer  of  Israel’s  -defense  forces 
and  always  gave  priority ,  to  security 
problems  because  of  the  continuing 
Arab  war.  Accordingly,  he  combined 
the  prime-ministership  with  the  defense 
portfolio. 

Late  in  1953,  he  retired  to  Sde 
Boker,  a  frontier  settlement.  His  two 
responsibilities  were  shared  by  two 


cabinet  members.  Foreign  Minister 
Moshe  Sharett  became  Prime  Minister. 
Mr.  Lavon,  veteran  party  leader,  be¬ 
came  Minister  of  Defense. 

Under  normal  conditions,  this  situ¬ 
ation  was  likely  to  lead  to  a  personality 
clash.  Long  accustomed  to  Ben- 
Gurion  paternalism,  Israel’s  youthful 
military  leaders  did  not  welcome  the 
change  and  Mr.  Lavon  was  unable  to 
take  effective  control  of  the  defense 
establishment. 

What  made  matters  worse  was  that 
conditions  were  far  from  normal.  In 
1954,  our  own  government  began  to 
supply  arms  to  Iraq  and  also  offered 
arms  to  Egypt.  Our  government  was 
fostering  the  Baghdad  Pact  in  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  halt  Soviet  encroachment. 
The  policy  backfired. 

President  Nasser  of  Egypt  angrily 
denounced  our  preferment  of  Iraq, 
refused  an  American  arms  agreement, 
and  finally  negotiated  for  Communist 
arms. 

To  prove  his  superior  competence 
to  lead  the  Arab  world,  Nasser  boldly 
launched  border  raids  into  Israel.  Is¬ 
rael  leaders  were  alarmed  by  the  raids, 
depressed  by  the  arms  shipments,  and 
some  were  plunged  into  pessimistic 
foreboding  that  the  West  regarded  Is¬ 
rael  as  expendable.  Mr.  Lavon  favored 
an  activist  response  to  Nasser’s  border 
attacks;  Mr.  Sharett  counseled  modera- 
tion.  _ 

The  conflict  came  to  a  climax  after 
a  “security  mishap.”  The  Israel  gov¬ 
ernment  has  never  disclosed  the  precise 
nature  of  the  incident'  which  forced 
Mr.  Lavon  to  retire  under  a  cloud  in 
February  1955.  At  that  time — and 
ever  since — Mr.  Lavon  denied  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  affair,  but  in  the  ensuing 
inquiry  his  subordinates  in  the  defense 
department  claimed  that  the  operation 
was  in  accord  with  his  instructions. 
Mr.  Sharett  invited  Mr.  Ben-Ourion  to 
replace  Mr.  Lavon.  And  not  long  after, 
the  latter  also  replaced  Mr.  Sharett, 
once  again  combining  the  two  port¬ 
folios. 

Exoneration.  Mr.  Lavon  has  always 
hoped  for  vindication.  His  opportunity 
came  unexpectedly  last*  fall  when  evi¬ 
dence  in  another  court  action  disclosed 
that  an  army  officer  had  committed  per¬ 
jury  in  the  1955  inquiry.  Mr.  Lavon’s 
ensuing  campaign  to  clear  his  name  in¬ 
volved  him  in  impassioned  debate  with 
Mr.  Ben-Gurion,  who  charged  that  Mr. 


the  Lavon  Affair 


Lavon  was  reflecting  on  the  integrity 
of  Israel’s  defense  forces  and  who  has 
been  critical  both  of  Mr.  Lavon’s  1954 
administration  and  his  conduct  during 
recent  months. 

A  cabinet  committee,  headed  by 
Minister  of  Justice  Pinhas  Rosen,  made 
an  investigation  over  the  objections  of 
Mr.  Ben-Gurion,  who  preferred  a  ju¬ 
dicial  inquiry.  The  committee -  unani-' 
mously  exonerated  Mr.  Lavon,  and  he 
full  cabinet,  with  three  ministers  ab-. 
staining,  voted  to  accept  the  report. 

The  Prime  Minister  resented  the 
committee’s  findings  and  charged  that 
they  represented  “a  miscarriage  of  jus¬ 
tice,  half-truths  and  bias.”  He  threat¬ 
ened  to  resign  unless  the  cabinet  re¬ 
versed  itself.  This  ultimatum  brought 
resignation  threats  from  senior  cabinet 
members,  who  refused  to  reverse  them¬ 
selves  and  who  charged  that  Mr.  Ben- 1 
Gurion’s  statement  was  tantamount  toj 
a  statement  of  non-confidence  in  his  I 
own  cabinet.  ^ 

The  deadlock  continued  for  three  I 
weeks,  from  Dec.  25  until  Jan.  15, 
when  President  Itzhak  Ben-Zvi  urged 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  seven  cab¬ 
inet  members  to  restore  normal  rela¬ 
tionships.  Mapai  party  leaders  negoti¬ 
ated  to  find  a  formula  to  end  the  con¬ 
flict.  Mr.  Ben-Gurion  then  withdrew 
his  ultimatum.  He  wrote  to  Mr.  Rosen, 
assuring  members  of  the  cabinet  that 
he  had  no  intention  of  reflecting  on 
their  integrity,  that  he  had  merely  dis¬ 
agreed  with  their  methods  of  procedure. 
He  wrote:  ^ 

“I  beg  the  members  pMhe  com¬ 
mittee  not  to  allow  '''y  statements 
to  be  interpreted  im  operly  or  not 
as  they  were  inteni  !-...!  de¬ 
cided  to  make  my  o^ .  .ions  public 
and  then  have  nothing  more  to  do 
with  the  affair.  .  .  .  The  govern¬ 
ment  has  a  free  hand  ...  to  take 
or  to  abstain  from  taking  further 
steps  in  the  matter,  and  I  will  not 
intervene,  one  way  or  the  other.” 

It  now  seemed  as  if  the  crisis  had 
ended.  In  fact,  the  conflict  was  trans¬ 
ferred  to  another  forum,  from  the  Cabi¬ 
net  to  the  inner  councils  of  Mapai, 
where  Mr.  Ben-  Gurion  demanded  an 
inquiry  into  Mr.  Lavon’s  conduct,  aim¬ 
ing  at  Mr.  Lavon’s  leadership  of  His¬ 
tadruth.  But  veteran  Mapai  leaders 
tried  to  avert  another  eithcr-cr  crisis. 

A 

Showdown.  On  Jan.  30,  Mr.  Ben- 
Gurion’s  coalition  government  closed 
ranks  inside  the  Knesset  and  defeated 


a  no-confidcncc  vote  presented  by  op¬ 
position  parties — the  General  Zionists 
and  the  Hcrut.  The  vote  was  77  -  26. 

At  the  same  time,  non-Mapai  spokes¬ 
men  within  the  condition  called  on  the 
Mapai  leadership  to  close  the  affair  and 
Ijthcy  urged  Ben-Gurion  adherents  not 
to  continue  the  struggle  against  Mr.  La- 
von  inside  Histadruth. 

But,  despite  this  show  of  unity  on 
the  floor  of  the  Knesset,  Mr.  Ben- 
Gurion  dramatically  changed  his  posi¬ 
tion  and  informed  his  colleagues  in  the 
Cabinet  that  his  conscience  would  not 
permit  him  to  accept  the  Cabinet  deci¬ 
sion  of  Dec.  2S,  which  he  described  as 
“incompatible  with  the  fundamental 
principles  of  justice.”  It  was  apparent 
that  Mr.  Ben-Gurion  was  resentful  of 
what  he  called  the  “campaign  of  de¬ 
nigration”  against  him  in  the  press. 
Rejecting  charges  by  his  critics,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  “holds  de¬ 
mocracy  no  less  dear  than  any  other 
.tizer  ” 


The  Ben-Gurion-Lavon  conflict 
worked  its  way  up  to  a  high  crescendo 
largely  because  the  two  men  are  strong 
personalities.  But  there  are  a  number 
of  collateral  issues. 

The  future  role  of  Histadruth  is  also 
a  source  of  controversy.  Under  the  Pal¬ 
estine  Mandate,  the  British  government 
had  no  interest  in  fostering  Jewish  insti¬ 
tutions  of  self-government  or  economic 
^levelopment.  Jewish  leaders  created 
Aheir  own  instruments  such  as  the  Jew¬ 
ish  Agency,  the  Haganah,  and  the  His¬ 
tadruth.  After  Israel  was  established, 
the  Haganah  was  absorbed  in  the  army 
and  most  Agency  functions  were  taken 
over  by  the  government.  But  Hista- 
druth’s  powers  have  expanded.  Mr.  Ben- 
Gurion  has  always  believed  in  the  pri¬ 
macy  of  the  state  and  he  has  insisted  on 
the  assumption  of  governmental  func¬ 
tions  in  education  and  health.  Thus, 
most  recently,  he  supported  proposals 
for  the  establishment  of  a  government 
national  health  insurance  scheme  to  re¬ 
place  the  Histadruth’s  program. 

Another  conflict  between  govern¬ 
ment  and  Histadruth  arises  in  the  wage 
'  icld,  where  government  efforts  to  coun- 
-teract  inflation  collide  with  normal 
'^ade  union  objectives. 

*  «  * 

Censorship  in  Israel  banned  publi¬ 
cation  of  details  about  the  1954  “mis¬ 
hap”  because  governments  rarely  ac¬ 
knowledge  any  connection  with  intelli¬ 
gence  operations. 

[Late  in  1954,  Egypt  arrested 
and  prosecuted  members  of  an  al¬ 
leged  spy  ring.  A  surgeon  and  a 
teacher  were  hanged,  one  com- 

•  mitted  suicide,  six  others  were  im¬ 
prisoned  for  long  terms.  This 
prosecution  was  condemned  in  the  < 
American  press  as  “judicial  lynch- 


UNRWA 

The  U.  S.  Congress  annually  appro¬ 
priates  about  $20  million  for  UNRWA 
and  annually  expresses  impatience  with 
the  lack  of  progress.  Some  Congress¬ 
men  believe  that  Israel  can  solve  the 
Arab  refugee  problem  by  offering  re¬ 
patriation.  Others,  more  realistic,  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Arab  refugees  should  be 
resettled  in  Arab  countries.  But  no  one 
conceives  of  the  UNRWA  merely  as  a 
holding  operation  to  preserve  the  status 
quo. 

Yet  that,  unfortunately,  is  the  im¬ 
pression  derived  from  the  statements 
made  at  Geneva,  on  Jan.  18,  to  a 
refugee  conference  by  Dr.  John  H. 
Davis.  The  UNRWA  director  defended 
the  record  of  the  Arab  governments 
harboring  the  Arab  refugees  as  “sym¬ 
pathetic  and  generous.” 

Diplomatic  necessity  may  compel 
Dr.  Davis  to  whitewash  Arab  irreden- 
tism.  But  consider  the  forthright  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  survey  published  by  the 
Carnegie  Endowment  in  July  1957.  Dr. 
Elfan  Rees  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches  wrote: 

“The  history  of  UNRWA  has 
been  a  clinical  study  in  frustration. 
No  agency  has  been  better  led  or 
more  devoutly  served,  but  the  or¬ 
ganized  intransigence  of  the  Arab 
states  concerned  has  brought  all 
its  plans  to  naught.  By  chicanery 
it  is  feeding  the  dead;  by  politick 
pressure  it  is  feeding  non-refugees; 
its  relief  supplies  have  been  sub¬ 
jected  in  some  instances  to  import 


duty;  its  personnel  policies  are 
grossly  interfered  with,  and  its  con¬ 
structive  measures  necessarily  re¬ 
quiring  the  concurrence  of  govern¬ 
ments  have  been  pigeon-holed.  The 
net  result  is  that  relief  is  being 
provided  in  1957  to  refugees  who 
could  have  been  rehabilitated  in 
1951  with  homes  and  jobs  without 
prejudice  to  their  just  claims.” 

Perhaps  UNRWA  may  finally  be 
gaining  the  diplomatic  status  and  co¬ 
operation  it  has  long  been  denied  by 
the  Arab  governments.  But  there  has 
been  no  change  in  the  fundamental 
Arab  position  on  the  major  question — 
the  future  of  the  refugees.  For,  as  Dr. 
Davis  himself  explained,  the  Arab  atti¬ 
tude  is  based  on  a  refusal  to  accept 
Israel  as  a  “permanent  component”  of 
the  Middle  East. 

That,  too,  is  euphemistically  said.  In 
plain  language  it  means  that  the  Arabs 
still  are  determined  upon  Israel’s  de¬ 
struction  and  that  the  Arab  refugees 
are  kept  where  they  are  in  preparation 
for  the  day  when,  as  Cairo  Radio 
broadcast,  Jan.  23:  “The  Palestinian 
people  may  return  triumphantly  to  the 
land  of  Palestine  as  a  purely  Arab  coun¬ 
try  which  has  rid  itself  of  21ionism  and 
imperialism  and  has  become  once  again 
an  indivisible  part  of  the  Arab  home¬ 
land.”  ' 

We  see  nothing  “sympathetic  and 
generous”  in  a  policy  which  holds  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  men,  women  and 
children  as  hostages  to  a  vengeful  Holy 
War  against  Israel. 


ing.”  Roger  Baldwin,  chairman  of 
the  International  League  for  the 
Rights  of  Man,  who  was  in  Cairo 
at  the  time,  reported  that  the  at¬ 
tempted  espionage  and  sabotage 
were  “childish  and  irrational.”  Al¬ 
though  nothing  was  published  at 
that  time,  American  diplomats  in 
Israel  linked  this  disaster  with  the 
Lavon  resignation,  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted  on  Feb.  2,  1955,  two  days 
after  the  executions  in  Cairo.] 

Propaganda  Distortion.  Censorship, 
however,  creates  vacuums  which  are 
swiftly  filled — and  contaminated — by 
propaganda.  Egyptian  propagandists 
identified  the  1954  mishap  as  the  1955 
Gaza  raid.  In  1955,  the  Israel  army 
attacked  Egyptian  mi^tary  installations 


at  Gaza  in  reprisal  for  fedayeen  raids. 
Egyptians  always  claim  that  passer  was 
forced  to  ask  ^e  Soviet  blpc  for  arm^ 
because  of  their  defeat  in  IGaza.  An4 
so  they  circulated  press  Reports  that 
the  Lavon  affair  was  responsible  for 
Nasser’s  attachment  to  h^scow.  But 
this  propaganda  is  confounded  by  the 
calendar.  The  Gaza  raid  took  place  on 
Feb.  28 — long  after  the  Lavon  resig¬ 
nation. 

But  the  1954  incident,  itself,  is  of 
little  significance  today.  The  Lavon 
affair  of  1954  is  far  overshadowed  by 
the  Lavon  affair  of  1960.  What  is  im¬ 
portant  is  that  Israel’s  democratic 
tern  is  now  facing  its  most  critic^ 
challenge. 
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Crisis  For  the  U.N.  The  Congo  con> 
flict  may  degenerate  into  full  civil  war 
and  the  entire  UN  operation  may  now 
be  imperilled.  Despite  the  pleas  of 
UN  Sec.  Gem-  Dag  Hammarskjold,  the 
UAR,  Morocco  and  Indonesia  are  now 
predaring  to  pull  out  their  combined 
force  of  5,000  men,  reducing  UN  troop 
strength  by  one-fourth.  The  UAR  is 
carrying  out  the  ultimatum  issued  at 
Casablanca  which  demanded  restora¬ 
tion  of  former  Premier  Patrice  Lu¬ 
mumba  to  power. 

Th^  UAR’s  withdrawal  may  prove  to 
be  a  blessing.  Many  diplomats  felt  it 
was  a  mistake  to  allow  the  UAR  to 
put  troops  into  the  Congo  in  the  first 
place,  for  there  is  evidence  that  UAR 
forces  have  been  secretly  cooperating 
with  Lumumba  and  his  adherents. 

Thus,  as  UAR  soldiers  evacuated  their 
positions  in  ^uator  Province,  Vice 
Premier  Antoine  Gizenga’s  pro-Lu¬ 
mumba  supporters  moved  into  the  area, 
suggesting  collusion. 

The  Stuttgarter  Zeitung  recently  pub¬ 
lished  a  Cairo  dispatch  which  reported 
that  Soviet  planes  fiew  medical  supplies 
to  Cairo  via  Athens.  At  the  Cairo  air¬ 
port  the  medical  supplies  were  secretly 
unloaded  and  the  planes  were  reloaded 
with  military  equipment.  The  planes 
then  flew  on  to  the  Congo.  Greek  sa¬ 
line  employees  stationed  at  the  Cairo 
airport  photographed  the  cargo  switch. 
Cairo  intelligence  intercepted  the  films 
and  the  Greek  employees  were  arrested. 
They  probably  will  not  be  tried  because 
the  trial  would  produce  embarrassing 
disclosures. 

UN  policy  in  the  Congo  is  under  at¬ 
tack  from  both  sides  which  contend  that 
the  UN  has  not  acted  decisively  to  end 
the  conflict.  Thus,  President  Kasavubu 
has  informed  Sec.  Gen.  Hammarskjold 
that  unless  the  UN  can  put  down  the 
revolt  against  his  government,  he  will 
be  compelled  to  seek  aid  outside  the 
framework  of  the  UN.  He  has  also 
asked  the  Security  Council  to  investi¬ 
gate  UAR  interference  in  the  Congo’s 
affairs. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Soviet  Union 
contends  that  Belgium  is  recruiting  vol¬ 
unteers  for  a  foreign  legion  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  the  Congo. 

Reiolns.  Tunisia  rejoined  the  Arab 
League  as  itr  foreign  ministers  c^ned  - 
a  conference  in  Bagdad  Jan.  30. 

Tunisia  and  Cairo  have  been  in  bitter 
conflict  for  more  than  two  years  be¬ 
cause  the  Tunisians  charge  that  Presi¬ 
dent  Nasser  of  the  UAR  had  encour¬ 
aged  a  plot  to  assassinate  President 
Habib  Bourguiba. 

Tunisia  is  reported  to  have  come 
back  to  the  League  in  answer  to  the 
pleas  of  Iraq  and  Jordan  which  want 
to  strengthen  resistance  to  Cairo’s  dom¬ 
ination. 


Relations  Resumed.  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  Arab  Republic  have  finally 
resumed  full  diplomaUc  relations.  Har¬ 
old  Beeley,  deputy  head  of  Great  Brit¬ 
ain’s  UN  delegation,  was  named  Am¬ 
bassador  to  Uie  UAR.  Mohammad 
Awad  el-Kouni,  presently  UAR  Ambas¬ 
sador  to  the  Soviet  Union,  will  take 
over  the  London  post 

Relations  were  ruptured  during  the 
Suez  crisis  of  1956.  Agreement  to  re¬ 
sume  relations  was  reached  a  full  year 
ago — but  there  was  an  obstacle.  The 
UAR  wanted  consulates  in  British  de¬ 
pendencies — Sierra  Leone,  Hong  Kong, 
Singapore  and  Kuwait.  The  British 
were  reluctant  to  grant  the  request. 
The  UAR  charged  that  the  British  were 
procrastinating  because  they  feared 
“that  the  UAR  directly  threatens  all 
the  ambitions  and  interests  of  imperial¬ 
ism.  ...  A  waving  flag  above  the 
building  occupied  by  our  mission  is 
suflBcient  to  revive  a  revolutionary  spirit 
in  the  souls  of  those  who  look  forward 
to  freedom  and  to  draw  their  attention 
to  their  sad  conditions,"  Al-Wahdah, 
Damascus  paper,  declar^  last  Dec.  3. 

A  general  consular  agreement  signed 
between  Britain  and  the  UAR  now 
gives  the  UAR  its  coveted  missions. 

Diplomacy.  Israel  now  has  a  fully  ac¬ 
credited  ambassador  in  Cyprus,  which 
resisted  threats  of  Arab  pressure.  Am¬ 
bassador  Ze’ev  Levin  has  presented  his 
credentials  to  Cypriot  President  Arch¬ 
bishop  Makarios.  The  Jerusalem  Post 
commented,  Jan.  22, “‘Cyprus  can  espe¬ 
cially  serve  as  an  example  to  friendly 
states  in  Africa  which  are  less  vulner¬ 
able  to  pressure  from  Cairo  than 
Cyprus.” 

Predicts  Peace.  Retiring  Ambassador 
Ogden  R.  Reid,  returning  home  Jan.  25 
after  serving  in  Israel  for  a  year  and 
a  half,  predicted  an  Arab-Israel  peace. 
He  said: 

"Peace  will  come.  Peace  must  come. 
There  is  simply  no  alternative  to  peace. 
It  will  take  concentration  and  a  great 
deal  of  patience,  but  the  extension  to 
the  Arab  lands  of  the  economic  and 
social  progress  observable  in  Israel  is 
certain  to  make  an  impact  toward  peace 
in  the  entire  area.” 
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Suez.  Sen.  Keimeth  B.  Keating  (R- 
N.Y.)  announced  on  Jan.  29  that^he 
will  ask  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
I  plementation  of  the  Hays-Doi’ ' 
Keating  “freedom  of  the  seas”  ai  ..;ud- 
ment  which  was  passed  by  Congress, 
May  2,  as  part  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Act 

Sen.  Keating  said:  “I  am  especially 
interested  in  seeing  positive  steps  taken 
to  guarantee  free  and  unrestricted  pas¬ 
sage  of  ships  through  the  Suez  Canal, 
to  end  economic  boycotts  against  na¬ 
tions  trading  with  Israel,  and  to  resettle 
the  Arab  refugees.” 

Sen.  Keating  said  that  the  Suez  block¬ 
ade  has  continued,  while  aid  to  the 
UAR  continues.  He  will  ask  Secretary 
of  State  Dean  Rusk  for  a  full  report 
to  determine  “whether  we  need  legis¬ 
lation  or  enforcement  provisions  in  the 
Mutual  Security^  bill  thus  year.” 

In  Brief.  The  Zarchin  machine  for  the 
desalinization  of  Israel  sea  water  has 
been  completed  and  tested  by  the  Fair¬ 
banks  Whitney  Corp.  in  the  United 
States.  The  machine  is  now  ready  for 
installation  at  EUat  and  may  be  opera¬ 
tional  by  early  1962.  Costs  figures  for 
water  conversion  were  not  available, 
but  the  machine  was  called  “the  most 
economical  method  of  desalting  known 
to  date.” 

•  The  Israel  cabinet  has  ^approved 
the  extension  of  the  terms  jf  ff’low^ 
ships  granted  to  students  from’  o- 
Asian  nations  from  a  one-year  limit ‘to 
periods  up  to  five  years.  The  largest 
single  group  of  50  African  students  ar¬ 
rived  Jan.  16  from  the  former  French 
Congo. 

•  In  Vienna,  Jan.  28,  the  board  of 

governors  of  the  International  Atomic 
Energy  Agency  voted  to  send  Israel 
$25,000  worth  of  equipment  for  her 
nuclear  research  projects.  I 

•  While  the  Soviet  Union  has  tri^d 
to  improve  cultural  relations  with  most 
countries  in  recent  years,  it  has  stutu- 
ously  avoided  any  such  move  in  Israel. 
Last  week  it  surprised  Israel  officials  by 
a  sudden  iniUative  to  open  c\iltural  e:^- 
changes  in  what  may  be  a  move  to 
counter  growing  charges  of  Soviet  ant|- 
Semitism. 

_ L 


72 


ing  (R- 
tha£~.he 
the 
Dou 
ai.  .^ud« 
^ngr^ 
Security 

specially 
ps  taken 
:ted  pas* 
z  CaLDal, 
linst  na* 
>  resettle 


ez  block- 
1  to  the 
Secretary 
U  report 
ed  legis- 
is  in  the 


e  for  the 
’ater  has 
the  Fair- 
!  United 
■eady  for 
>e  opera- 
gures  for 
ivailable, 
the  most 
g  known 

approved 

f  ff’lOWt 

o- 

■  limit  to 
e  largest 
dents  ar* 
r  French 

board  of 
[  Atomic 
id  Israel 
for  her 

has  tri^d 
nth  most 
las  stu<u* 
in  Israel, 
facials  by 
Itural  ex¬ 
move  tio 
viet  ant|- 


